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Comniissioner: 

This Reply Brief is submitted in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed on 
EN 2 2 ,k> The E \ ^ a 2^j:- f n < ^ v > v. f u it s \ { \\ 

<3) States of Claims 

The Appt 1 er the i rre?n status ot he churns 

^ tt. i v , v, > Em, i>j r a „ t 'Xs T i 

(U.S. Pat. App. Pnh. No. 2002/0032687 A R hereinafter "Huff"). Examiner's Answer, p. 2, 
lead 5 he na Office Vction, di sdN vet be 2 2008 doe conta ia.rej ion f< 5 i 
36, although it was ineorreooy iabeh-d a ! u U s i .1. of the \ h n Rc<ecttoo 35 USE § 102" 
Section. See. Final Office Action, pp. 3, 7. As such, Applicant agrees with the Examiner that 
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BesKieti Cookson Jr. et ai. E&X6MJ 
Appl No. i 0/748.441 \t>i - D< \< „ »> » - 

Rc iatedJ - )0 
Reply u >. . < -\ , s>. at« July 2 i 2009 

ec tusofthc ms is that claims 1 15, IS ! 2 >4 16 I 8 scire 

under 35 USC § 102(b) as being anticipated by Huff. 



(4) Status of 'Amendments After Final 

G E\ s „ - . merits after 

the .final rejection. The following clarifies the Appellant's previous "Status of Amendments 
\J F 'iv! d c 1 1 ~ i i N ^ v „ j J 

lb I k ruH -flXv Ac a dated \n\co hei 2, 2m : b. A Rceueu h : R ;ce to s 

tiled on January 8, 2009, and was entered by the Examiner. 

C9) Grounds of Refection 

i ^ natter, the nine iswc ow I e e i 

criteria as "merely s me i r - > !( .s correlating the likelihood that two records repfesfcit 
the same person." Examiner's Answer, p, 12. Appellant notes that the Application does not 
a ' > v< ^ - o i ~ s \ ^ ^ ? v. _ i f e ^ - - x 

I erl i n. -> ivt on of claims 1, 7-15, 18 s 19, 21-34,36, 

and 38-41. The Appellants' Brief and the Examiner's. Answer focus on the allowing on 
of el i entifying pairs of records having s 

individual node records, comparing related individual node records and deciding based on 
predetermined criteria whether the identified pair of individual mode records represent i same 
person/' Claim 1 5 contains similar recitations. 

The Examiner has taken an overbroad view of what may be rejected using 35 
v iw ^1 " teh-v, ^ v K- i n .u"'evv In' 0 s . , womv. , , , ■> 1 t i k 

four comers of the document not only all of the limitations claimed but also aJl.M.thejimitMhms 

^ "i 1 J v * hvji.^ c v ' _i K.J i ' ii 

f , vd * 1 0„ + 2 1 1 > ! vp ^ ! ! 

hat H f fails to teael i c ^t way as 

recited in claim i. 



Page 2 of 4 



Appi No. 10/748,44! ^itt.oUN- » «• ♦ 

Reply dated July 3 S , 2009 

Reply to Examiners Answer dated July 21, 2009 

_ , e \ u i cx s anywa s rv again 1 - i a o _ me , j - w , s no 
soli i) oi d nc s § • > > i i kiw. No 

con -oj he records \i mmm ( Rather < , sort o T H r \ t w \arnmct s 

Answer focus on the process by which submitters may delete names horn a genealogy database. 

f fib lUhiTi v. s Answer wai « s s v j 

that Huff discloses: "The new name mast have at least as many links backward {plus spouse and 

v i * } S Pi u *m - ^ i V * t < 

whether to delete the original record is made by a human examiner, following this initial cheek. 
M.,'M 1166. 

i e , \ai l e - < - i ^ k. > > f i a ru i i 

a database into a compai ison using pred ng whetk 

vi k t j as named o e am: 1 It n> ur.r'e nv at eK> l> v..a\?eq ; 

i ay be scad as >- ; i m 1 a e / m dm sasm \> 

as recited in claim 1, 

The Examiner's allegation that Buff uses "predetermined criteria" is equally 
unjustified. The Examiner's Answer states: 'hintr is thus reasonably understood to use 
\pm aiu s v - -! ,\ _ - — \_, . . ed pyobabddiv' 1:<m so >,on u <>„ a t 

data : the two records, the two records represent the same person." $ , . / o.\ • . ' , .t > 
1 2. ! ra Examiner does net pan ale a ciumou fur this asst. man ri , i Uuft ne\ er dtscsistws 
i ed in he Appe iani s Brief. 
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; ■ £»t Ie,s tit. st „ > i ^ aucO M - ?>>rtn a ■< < <. 

!i c i>l V claims v. N ^ k 
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